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would have done would be to refuse passage to the invad-
ing army by refusing all supplies. Secondly, by re-enact-
ing a Thermopylae in Switzerland, you would have
presented a living wall of men and women and children,
and invited the invaders to walk over your corpses. You
may say that such a thing is beyond human experience
and endurance. I say that it is not so. It was quite
possible. Last year in Gujarat women stood lathi charges
unflinchingly, and in Peshawar thousands stood hails of
bullets without resorting to violence. Imagine these men
and women staying in front of an army requiring a safe
passage to another country. The army would be brutal
-enough to walk over them, you might say. I would then
say, you will still have done your duty by allowing your-
self to be annihilated. An army that dares to pass over
the corpses of innocent men and women would not be able
to repeat that experiment. You may, if you wish, refuse
to believe in such courage on the part of the masses of
men and women, but then you would have to admit that
non-violence is made of sterner stuff. It was never con-
ceived as a weapon of the weak, but of the stoutest hearts.
Young India, 31-12-'31
1.    What could ill-armed Abyssinia do against well-
armed Italy, if she were non-violent ?
2.    What could England, the greatest and the most
powerful member of the League, do against determined
Italy, if she (England) were non-violent in your sense of
the term ?
Before I answer the questions let me lay down five
simple axioms of non-violence as I know it:
(a)    Non-violence implies as complete self-purifi-
cation as is humanly possible.
(b)    Man for man the strength of non-violence is
in exact proportion to the ability, not the will, of the
non-violent person to inflict violence.
F. P-*